THE USE OF DEBATE TECHNIQUE TO IMPROVE STUDENTS’   SPEAKING ABILITY by Liu, Yang Yang et al.
1 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
3 
 
THE USE OF DEBATE TECHNIQUE TO IMPROVE STUDENTS’  
 SPEAKING ABILITY  
 
 
Yang Yang Liu, Albert Rufinus, Endang Susilawati 
English Language Education Study Program of Teacher Training and Education Faculty of 
Universitas Tanjungpura, Pontianak 
Email:  
 
                Abstract 
This research was done to investigate how debate technique can improve 
students’ speaking ability. The form of this research is a classroom action research, in 
which the subject is the eleventh grade students of SMAN 10 Pontianak in academic 
year 2017/2018. The subjects of this research were 36 students in XI IPA 3. The data 
were collected from the students’ score in speaking test, observation checklist, video 
recording and field notes. The students’ attitude towards the learning process was 
gathered by observation checklist and field note. The data of speaking was obtained by 
speaking test which was administered through debate technique. Based on data, the 
students showed improvement in the process of debate technique. There were two 
cycles in conducting this research. In cycle I, the students could explore the rules and 
language features of debate technique, but less in organizing the time. The researcher 
conducted the cycle II which resulted that, the students could deliver the arguments 
and comprehend the debate technique. Besides that, the teacher was able to engage 
students’ performance in speaking spoken form of analytical exposition text by the use 
debate technique and the students also became more active and enthusiastic in 
teaching learning process. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Creating environment where students 
speaking is one of four basic language skills 
in learning a foreign language besides 
listening, reading and writing. It is 
considered as a priority for many second or 
foreign language students. Due to its 
existence as a foreign language, speaking 
English is difficult and takes a long time to 
develop for many foreign language students. 
They have to learn harder in order to carry 
out a conversation and do more practice to 
perform spoken language. In speaking 
process, they interact and use the language to 
express their ideas and feelings. They also 
share information, suggestions and comments 
to other through communication. 
Speaking is a two way process between 
speaker and listener that involves the 
productive skill of speaking and receptive 
skill of understanding. It means speaking is 
the process of sharing with another person 
with knowledge, interests, attitudes, opinions, 
or ideas.  
Nevertheless, most of students faced the 
difficulties in speaking. The researcher 
observed the phenomena of students’ 
speaking difficulty while doing pre-research 
at the eleventh grade of SMA N 10 
Pontianak. Most of the students had problems 
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in speaking English especially class XI IPA 
3. The students tended to be passive in the 
class, only few students actively involved in 
the speaking materials. They spoke as it was 
not clear enough to be understood. They 
mispronounce many words. Moreover, they 
were also anxious and not confident when 
practicing spoken English. In addition, in the 
learning process, they are not accustomed to 
English speaking atmosphere. 
Beforehand, the teacher already 
provided the activity such as discussion. 
However, many of them spoke unclearly. 
They almost mispronounce everything with 
their native language’s system. The pause 
was also irregular. Sometimes they spoke 
when they must stop for a while, and they 
stopped when they must continue talking, 
Facing those hesitations, the researcher 
needed to focus on the students’ ability by 
suggesting the teacher to apply an 
appropriate technique in the teaching process. 
The researcher suggested the teacher to use 
one of the techniques in cooperative learning 
that is Debate technique for improving 
students speaking ability, especially in 
spoken form of analytical exposition text. 
Based on syllabus of senior high 
school, the eleventh grade students’ enabling 
to master the feature of argumentative 
especially in analytical exposition text. 
Nurhayati & Aswandi (2014) stated an 
analytical exposition text is a type of written 
(or spoken) form which an issue should or 
should not happen by presenting one-side 
argument to persuade them. It contains facts, 
opinions, reasons, and ideas. The positive or 
negative arguments related to an issue are 
presented to persuade the readers .The 
generic structure of Analytical Exposition 
text are thesis, arguments, and conclusion. 
a. Thesis 
Position   : introduces topic 
and writer’s position. 
Preview   : outlines the main 
arguments. 
b. Arguments 
Point  : restates main 
arguments. 
Elaboration   : develops and 
supports each point. 
c. Conclusion/Reiteration 
Restates speaker position 
Basically, analytical exposition is 
exposition and interactive text aimed to broad 
students’ mind with several issues presented 
with language features focused on saying 
agreement or disagreement, defending and 
tackling the arguments in order to promote 
students’ critical thinking to stand with their 
points and positions.  
Debate technique is one of cooperative 
learning techniques. It defines competitive 
goal structure where the students do a fair 
activity and competition. Quinn (2009: 2) 
stated debate is not simply seen as an activity 
involving two teams of three speakers each 
with a set of motions and adjudicators, but it 
is actually unconsciously most students 
involved in informally arguing others minds 
in their daily life. 
Similar studies had been done by some 
researcher. Rubiati Richa (2010) conducted 
the research entitle Improving Students’ 
Speaking Skill Through Debate Technique 
(An Action Research at the Walisongo State 
Institute for Islamic Studies in the Academic 
Year of 2010/2011). She found that using 
debate can effectively improve the students’ 
speaking ability. Moreover, Khoironniyah 
(2011) conducted the research entitle The 
Implementation of Debate in Teaching 
Speaking. She found that this technique was 
effective to increase the motivation of the 
students to learn speaking, therefore they 
became more active and participated more in 
the speaking activities in the classroom 
which can impact their speaking ability. 
The researcher chose Debate as the 
technique and CAR as the method of the 
research to make sure that there would be an 
increase in the students’ speaking ability. 
Classroom Action Research (CAR) must be 
the appropriate method to solve the problem. 
By using CAR, the researcher acted actively 
to observe all the situation in the classroom. 
Therefore, the students had the correct 
guidance in learning English. 
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Finally, the researcher investigated how 
the technique improved students’ speaking by 
using Debate technique at the eleventh grade 
students in class XI IPA 3 of SMA N 10 
Pontianak in Academic Year 2016/2017. 
 
METHODOLOGY 
This study was in form of class action 
research. Theoretically, an action research 
should be undertaken in the class, together 
with the process of teaching and learning. 
Action research emphasized on the 
involvement of teachers in problems of their 
own classroom and had its primary goal the 
in-service training and development of the 
teacher rather than the acquisition of general 
knowledge in the field of education. 
The main objective of action research 
was to solve the problems and increase the 
class performance. It could be inferred that 
an action research should be aimed at 
improving classroom practice and increasing 
teachers’ understanding of classroom in the 
teaching learning process. 
 
The Procedure of Classroom Action 
Research 
In this research the researcher used a 
Classroom Action Research (CAR), where 
the researcher paid more attention in teaching 
learning process. Burns (2010, p. 34) stated 
that a researcher needs to take into 
consideration about the purpose of his 
research because this will be helpful to point 
to the most appropriate methods that will be 
used. Hence, in line with the purposes of this 
research, the researcher decided to apply 
classroom action research. This is reasonable 
because to improved teaching and learning 
process and to solve the problems found in 
the classroom, indeed research into 
classroom is needed. 
The researcher used classroom action 
research Kemmis and Taggart model, which 
consists of four steps namely: planning, 
acting, observing, reflecting. Improvement of 
the problem in this research is brought about 
by a series of cycles. Kemmis (2010, p. 278), 
stated that the model of action research is 
consist of four steps in a spiraling process. 
 
 
Figure 1. The Cycle of Classroom 
Action Research 
 
The classroom action research design 
used in this research is a collaborative 
classroom action research. It means that the 
researcher collaborates with the English 
teacher of SMAN 10 Pontianak as the 
observer and collaborator. In conducting the 
research, the teacher taught English speaking 
through debate, while the researcher acted as 
an observer or collaborator who observed the 
action of the research while teaching-learning 
activities happened in the classroom. 
The Classroom Action Research using 
Kemmis & Taggart design consists of four 
phases, they are planning, acting, observing, 
and reflecting, after doing four phases it can 
be considered as one cycle. After finishing 
the first cycle, it might be found a new 
problem or the previous unfinished problems 
yet. Therefore, it is necessary to continue to 
the second cycle in line with the same 
concept of the first cycle. 
Planning phase is all about the 
researcher preparation for teaching learning 
process. The teacher designed teaching 
learning activities to overcome the problem 
and prepared everything needed in doing 
research. 
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The second phase is acting phase. This 
is the implementation of planning. After 
preparing the lesson plan and material 
needed, the researcher implemented debate in 
teaching speaking in the classroom. During 
teaching and learning process, the teacher 
and collaborator applied the technique.  
The third phase is observing phase. In 
this phase, the researcher and the teacher 
collaboratively to wrote all events which was 
happening in the class, and also carried out 
observation toward implementation of the 
action using field note. In addition, the 
researcher used video recorder as the 
additional tool during the observation. Both 
field note and video recorder recorded the 
important things happen in the classroom. 
The video recorder as additional tool used by 
the researcher could help in recording what 
was not presented or missing in the field 
note. The process of teaching learning 
recorded by collaborator while the researcher 
is teaching speaking through debate 
technique. 
The fourth phase is reflecting phase. 
This phase is aimed to reflect or evaluate 
from three phases before, it is done based on 
data that have been collected to hold 
evaluation for completed the next cycle. 
Thus, the reflection was able to be 
determined after implemented the action and 
observation outcomes. If there still might 
have found some problems, it needs to move 
to the next cycle until it solve. In this case the 
researcher gave the debate topics with 
different motions. 
 
Subject of the Research 
Subjects of the research define as the 
person or group of persons or things, which 
took part in this research. They actively 
participated along the research. The subject 
of this research was students at grade XI IPA 
3 of SMAN 10 Pontianak in academic year 
2017/2018. The number of students consists 
of 36 (thirty six). It is chosen based on the 
teaching problem happened in that class. 
Moreover, the researcher also finished the 
teaching practice and interviewed the teacher 
about the speaking problem. That is why the 
researcher chose students at grade XI IPA 3 
of SMAN 10 Pontianak as the subjects. In this 
research, the researcher actively participated 
in teaching learning process. The researcher 
acted as the collaborator and the eleventh 
grade English teacher acted as a teacher. The 
collaboration has done by both the researcher 
and the English teacher in SMAN 10 
Pontianak. 
 
Technique and Tools of Data Collection 
Technique of data collection is very 
important to gain the objectivity of this 
research. The researcher used observation 
and communication technique. The 
observation was done to notice students’ 
improvement. Meanwhile, speaking test was 
done by assess them directly what they 
perform about the strategy in debate applied 
by the teacher. 
Tools of data collections were: (1) 
Observation checklist, Observation checklist 
was used to collect the data containing the 
improvement in speaking through debate 
technique. Observation table consisted of 
some aspects to help the writer in measuring 
the students’ improvement in speaking 
through debate technique; (2) Field note, the 
researcher kept the process of the activity in 
form of a note and wrote anything which 
happened in the classroom when the debate 
as a technique was applied in class. Then the 
researcher made notes or records, which 
contained of four stages of planning, acting 
observing and reflecting; (3) Speaking 
Assessment, assessment will be given to 
students to find out about their activity and 
their speaking ability in the classroom. In this 
research, the researcher use an achievement 
assessment to measure student’s speaking 
skill improvement. The researcher used oral 
test in the form of debate; (4) Video 
recording, in debate activity, the collaborator 
used video recorder to record the students’ 
performance in debate. It help collaborator 
and teacher to assess students better after the 
activity, because it showed the real progress 
of students in using this technique. 
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RESEARCH FINDINGS 
The Improvement of Students’ Speaking 
Ability in Delivering Arguments through 
Debate 
The teacher used some steps and 
strategies such as: 
 
 
Graphic 1. The Debate Stages 
 
Firstly, observing students’ habit 
on speaking in the pre-activity stage 
at the classroom. The XI grade 
students tended to speak unclearly 
during the speaking class, the results 
could be directed based on recording 
as follow: 
Teacher: ‘’Could you tell us, your 
opinion about bullying happened in 
the school?’’ 
Student A: ‘’In my opinion, 
bullying is bad. Like the example in 
our school, the male students mock 
(seducing) each other by laughing 
their parents’ name. I disagree with 
this bullying. (Ummm), I think just 
that’’ 
Student B: ‘’Good morning, I think 
bullying is (err) bad for us. Some 
students was (were) the victims of 
bullying, so they will get sad and did 
not have best friends.’’ 
The teacher built students 
atmosphere to speak by let students 
responded to some interesting topic. 
The teacher also forced students to 
finish their speech although they 
found the missing or wrong 
vocabularies or words. Based on this 
strategy, the students felt freely to 
speak up, they consider about their 
chance to speak up in speaking 
class. Before the teacher and the 
researcher introduces the debate 
technique as the main technique, the 
teacher showed some pictures on the 
slide, and the students should gave 
their position and respond about 
these pictures: 
 
 
 
Pictures 1. The Pictures of 
Pre-Activity Stage 
 
Teacher  :  “Look at the first 
picture, what do you think about the 
house representatives that sleep 
when plenary?” 
Student 1  :  “I disagree and 
feel shame on this, mam. Because 
they should discuss about the urgent 
problems in our country.” 
Students 2  : “I’m totally 
disagree mam, because they got 
money from society and they just 
sleep without being serious in the 
meeting.” 
Teacher  : “Look at the 
second picture, what do you think 
about students’ fight in our 
country?” 
Students 3   : “I totally disagree 
mam, the students should study 
serious, because they are young 
generation in our country. They will 
be the leaders in the future.” 
Pre-activity Stage
Preliminary Round
Final Round
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Students 4 : “I’m not agree, 
mam. Because it got many victims 
like bullying in the school. Some 
students were dead when I watched 
this news in the television.” 
Teacher  : “Look at the last 
picture, what do you think about 
cheating ?” 
Students 5  : “I disagree mam, 
because the students should study 
harder to get good score. Some 
students were doing this in the test, 
but some teachers will know that. I 
think its bad for everyone.” 
Students 6  : “I disagree, because 
some students were prepared their 
test better and some students were 
just brought notes. I think the 
students should be honest.” 
In the beginning of the meeting, 
it could be seen that the teacher gave 
students chance to deliver their 
arguments by giving them 
interesting topic. Thus, the teacher 
consistently showed this strategy for 
the teaching learning process. The 
improvement of students’ habit 
especially in delivering arguments 
was occurred since the pre-activity 
stage. 
Secondly, the process of 
students’ in delivering their 
arguments in the case building 
round. 
 
Graphic 2. The Students’ Role 
in Debate 
 
In order to build students’ 
responsibility in debate method, in 
the beginning of this stage, the 
students were working on their 
teams consisted of three students 
decided their roles. They then 
discussed together to make the 
arguments toward the motion. It 
called case building stage. However, 
the teacher gave students 10 minutes 
to prepare their arguments with their 
teammates, the teacher helped by 
collaborator mentoring the pro and 
cons side if they found some 
difficulties. By guidance, the 
students were able to keep in the 
right position whether to support or 
oppose the motion. Hence, the 
students would increase their ability 
in giving arguments and delivering 
the ideas in speaking performance. 
For example, in debate between 
group 11 and 12 debating about ‘’ 
Education should be free from 
charge ‘’ below: 
1st affirmative :    “There are lots of 
children want to go to school but 
their parents have no money. We 
were agree with this motion because 
the government should be care with 
the community.” 
1st opposition :  “Free 
education brings positive thing in 
Indonesia but not all things in free is 
positive. Less things can be 
developed because the school’ 
operational cost are highly 
dependent on government side.” 
2nd affirmative : “I will 
continue what our first speaker said, 
why we were supporting this 
motion. We don’t confirm that the 
study has to be free. But it would be 
good if people who need education 
but have no cost for it, deserve for 
free education.” 
2nd opposition :  “While I am 
a firm believer in education, but it 
also parents responsibility to provide 
education and necessities of life. I  
think if education is free, the 
students would think the education 
is something unimportant.” 
3rd affirmative : “Free 
education is useful for people who 
were not able to study, so all the 
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Indonesian people could be well 
educated. So our group strongly 
support this motion because people 
who categorized underprivileged 
also able to achieve higher 
education.” 
3rd opposition :  In line with 
my team, I don’t believed in free 
education. I believe in quality 
education. 
It could be seen from the 
recording script that the students 
tried to explain their ideas about 
‘’Free Education in Indonesia 
National School’’. The pro students 
came up with idea that free 
education is in need for developed 
country, they said that people who 
categorized underprivileged also 
able to achieve higher education. It 
could be seen, that the pro team try 
to convincing the audiences by 
appropriate speech. While the 
negative team stated that not all 
things in free is good, this team 
showed that the ideas of students 
were improving after they saw some 
samples of debate video.  
      The teacher treatment in the 
final round. In the previous round, 
the students were practice their 
speaking in debate setting. Every 
teams were performed once. In the 
first trial, it could be found that the 
students still don’t know how to 
prepare their debate before they 
speak. On the second trial, the 
teacher and collaborator respond this 
situation by gave the students case 
building sheet. It helped students to 
maximize the time allocation and to 
arrange their ideas better. 
The teacher introduced students 
2 assessments and parts of debate 
technique. There were; (1) manner; 
(2) matter.  Manner consisted of 
accuracy, fluency and gesture. 
While matter consisted of factual 
information, comprehension, 
persuasiveness, and delivery.  
The Improvement of Students’ 
Speaking Fluency 
Fluency is the ability to fill time with 
talk a person who is fluent in this way 
does not to have to stop many times to 
think of what to say next or how to 
phrase. Fluency sees as maximally 
effective operation of the language 
system so far acquired by the students. It 
is being able to decide readily when it is 
appropriate and efficient to use the 
language. 
Fluency is the ability to speak easily 
and articulately. To investigate whether 
the students’ speaking ability in fluency 
has improved, the research has been 
conducted through the students’ 
speaking performance by using debate 
technique. It was the focus of this 
research, as to predict the improvement 
of fluency were presented below: 
Here are the analysis on students’ 
improvement in fluency: (1) Students’ 
smoothness in speaking. There were 
some process to build student 
smoothness in speaking. The teacher 
modified students to practice speaking 
more with their group and controlling 
while the students presented the speech; 
(2) Students’ accuracy in fluency, to 
improve students’ fluency especially in 
accuracy, the teacher intended to 
improve students’ fluency especially in 
accuracy by these activities. The teacher 
used of video example and tasked the 
students to read more facts and write 
more on their case building stage; (3) 
The improvement of students expression 
in fluency, the expression in debate 
technique were about how students 
practice the speech in front other 
students, with this treatment we can 
assess how the other students interested 
with the ideas or not. It was the sign that 
the students used appropriate expression 
in delivering the ideas in front of 
classroom. The male students sometimes 
still lack in expression, while the girl 
used body language in delivering their 
ideas; (4) The improvement of students’ 
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confident, the students showed good 
improvement in confident. It could be 
seen in these process. In final round, the 
students try to be confident with eye 
contact. They presented their ideas 
briefly because they practiced more. 
Moreover, they picturing the roles of 
speakers and train to be relax. 
 In this case, the research had been 
conducted to solve students’ problems. It had 
been proposed that In-Class Debate would 
help to solve it by using action research 
methodology. Therefore, the whole stages 
explained it in form of cycles as follows: 
DESCRIPTION OF CYCLES 
 First Meeting (1st cycle) 
In planning stage, the researcher planned 
to do the treatment on 31th of October 2017. 
The researcher worked as collaborator with 
the teacher who taught in that school. Before 
the technique was conducted, the researcher 
provided some teaching instruments like 
lesson plan and the media with complete 
materials. The point of this meeting was to 
teach students about the language features to 
explaining arguments whether agree or 
disagree. The result would be a story made 
by the students. Since the problem that 
needed to be tackled was their lack of 
speaking performance, the researcher as a 
collaborator sat within the class and prepared 
the video recording. Students were asked one 
by one to respond the teacher about the 
current issue. At the time they presented their 
arguments, the researcher observed their 
speaking ability. 
In acting stage, at the beginning of the 
technique, the teacher showed some videos 
about debate happened in classroom to 
encourage students about what was going to 
be learnt today. After that, the teacher asked 
if they have ever delivering arguments, 
tackling arguments and supporting the 
arguments. The teacher gave chances for 
them to add some opinions according to some 
topics and issues. 
After that, the teacher started to explain about 
what is debate and how debate works. What 
they need to do with In-class debate. The 
teacher provided a set of motions so that they 
were able prepared theirs works. The teacher 
also divided the students into 12 teams 
consist of 3 students of each. The teacher 
planned to let 2 groups practice to speak in 
front of others. The teacher gave students the 
example of analytical exposition with 
bullying topic. Unfortunately, they took quite 
much time to prepare the speech, they almost 
had no time to practice it. While the students 
were making the speech, the teacher went 
around to give them guideline and gave some 
corrections and suggestions toward some 
mistakes. Interestingly, they tried to make 
their own opinions whether pro or cons 
toward the motions.  
In observing stage, the researcher and 
the teacher observed the result of planning 
and acting stages. They tried to identify the 
strengths and weaknesses about the whole 
process and the students’ participation in the 
classroom. The teacher and collaborator 
found that the students gave positive 
response in pre-activity. They were 2 
students who wanted to share their ideas 
about bullying text. The students felt excited 
and most of them engaged when the teacher 
asked them to deliver their thoughts about the 
current issue, there were 6 teams who started 
to discuss their motions with their mates. 
When the teacher explained about the rule of 
debate technique, some students felt 
confused, some of them cannot differentiate 
between the roles of speaker. Most of 
students also never did debate before as a 
technique in teaching learning activity, so 
they were passive during the explanation 
process. Some of them were male students 
and the students who sitting back the class. 
They were 16 students who were never did 
debate before, so the teacher and collaborator 
decided to put them on the team who ever did 
debate before. 
Based reflecting on the result of the first 
cycle, it could be concluded that the first 
cycle still needed some improvements to be 
done in the next cycle. The improvement is in 
how the teacher and the collaborator did the 
process of debate technique. The teacher 
need to show more example of debate in the 
classroom especially in form of video. The 
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teacher also should explain more about the 
implementation of debate itself and the rules 
of debating in the classroom. Some students 
were confused how to arrange the concept of 
their speaking, they were male students and 
the students in the back seat who did not 
know how to write their points in speaking. 
Due of that problem, the teacher prepared the 
sheet to help the students controlling and 
managing their debate well. The teacher also 
need to consider about the lesson time, 
because it happened to be 3 meetings in the 
first cycle to finish the debate activities. 
Then, the teacher should control the group 
well, so they could maximize their 
opportunity in delivering their speaking. 
 
Second meeting (2nd cycle) 
In planning stage, the researcher planned 
to do the treatment on the next day, 13th of 
November 2018 because of following school 
schedule. At this time, the teacher was trying 
the best to use the time efficiently since the 
last time students run out of time. The 
researcher started the second cycle by 
discussing the teaching materials with the 
English teacher, and asked the permission 
beforehand to borrow an LCD projector from 
the school. The researcher also asked for 
suggestions for the second cycle and inputs 
for the lesson plan. The teacher said that the 
students need to saw more real examples and 
practices before their start to debate in front 
of classroom. The motion of debate were 
changed by considering the last cycle 
reflection. The researcher also prepared the 
lesson plan with debate sheet to stimulate the 
students. The researcher also prepared to 
come to the class on time. The objective of 
the second cycle were changed into the 
students could managed appropriate speech 
in debate, the students could mastered the 
role of debate and the students could showed 
their position with strong facts and evidence. 
In acting stage, the second cycle was 
conducted on Tuesday, November 14th 2017. 
The lesson started at 07.00 a.m. and the 
number of students were 36. The teacher 
greeted the students and prayed together. In 
this meeting, the teacher explained that it will 
be the last meeting and asked students about 
their opinion about the debate activity. Some 
students gave their personal opinions about 
In Class Debate that conducted in their class. 
During this last meeting, there were 6 groups 
that supposed to perform their debate in front 
of classroom. The first clash were between 
group 9 and 3, their motion was ‘’THBT 
Money is everything’’. The second round 
was between group 5 and 6 with the motion 
‘’ Death penalty for Corruptors’’. While the 
last groups were between group 12 and 1 
with the motion’’ Games are harm than 
good’’.  
There were 3 other groups performed in 
the second meeting, which ended the 
students’ activity in second cycle. After all 
the students were performed their debate, the 
teacher took a break by appreciate the 
students’ performance. The teacher chose 3 
best speakers from all the students’ 
performance. They were Muhammad Rafly 
Raduanda, Siti Zulayka and Fitriana Utami. 
Then, to close the lesson, the teacher gave 
conclusion and review about the debate 
technique in helping them improving their 
speaking ability. 
In observing stage, the classroom 
atmosphere was significantly different from 
the last meeting. All of the students were 
really busy practicing their speaking and 
even peer-correcting each other. Students 
initiatively went and asked their friends to 
correct their mistakes. In this stage, the 
teacher and the collaborator observed the 
result of planning and acting stage in the 
second cycle. In this cycle, the students were 
observed by the way they performed their 
debate. There were 12 groups participated in 
the second cycle. The students were showed 
more confidence compared to the first cycle 
by speaking louder and gave eye contact at 
their classmates when they talked. When they 
performed, there were still some students 
who brought notes. However, they didn’t use 
them to merely read, but to be glanced at. 
Despite so, some students could deliver good 
arguments and managed to speak in the good 
order. The teacher and collaborator also 
found the students gave positive response in 
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this second cycle. The teacher and the 
students made some progresses. The students 
were more interested in learning because they 
already understand about how to use debate 
technique. The teacher also could control the 
class well. Most of students paid attention to 
the activity and it made students know how 
to deliver their arguments in the form of 
debate. The students also finished the debate 
longer than the first cycle. 
In reflecting stage, the teacher and 
collaborator concluded that the second cycle 
had been successful. The students’ mean 
score was improved. It improved from 57.7 
% to 68.5 %. The students who passed the 
minimum score were Aditia Warman, Agung 
Prasetya, Dipo Rizki, Elvira Teresia, Fitriani 
Utami, Hanisa Diya, Jorgi Laksamana, Katra 
Alam, Monic Ranisti, M.Adam, M.Rafli, 
M.Ridha, Rahmat Ismail, Riski Nabila, 
Ratanov Sahat, Siti Sarah, Siti Zulayka, 
Stanley Baldwin,Teresa Imakulata. The 
problems happened in first cycle had been 
solved which were students lack of ideas and 
they did not know how to deliver their 
comment about some issues and problems. 
The indicators of success were fulfilled. The 
teaching learning process was better than the 
first cycle, while the result was satisfying. 
 
Discussion 
The researcher conducted this research 
in two cycles, cycle 1 and cycle 2. The 
purpose of this research was to improve the 
students’ speaking ability by the use of 
debate technique. The subject of this research 
were the eleventh grade students of XI IPA 3 
of SMAN 10 Pontianak in academic year 
2017/2018. The total amount of the students 
were 36. 
In this research, students showed good 
progress in speaking from cycle to cycle. The 
students were eager to perform their chance 
in delivering their arguments through debate 
technique. The debate technique took 5 
meetings. It means it took 2 weeks because 
each meeting or cycle was done in a week. 
The result of data was categorized into good. 
The students’ speaking ability using debate 
technique had improved. In the first cycle the 
mean score was 57.7, and in the second 
cycle, it was 68.5. The figure below indicates 
that students’ speaking ability by using 
debate technique was getting better in every 
cycles.   
In this research, the researcher also 
aimed to assess their manner and method in 
term of speaking skill. The students showed 
good progress especially in their method to 
debate. The students were performed good 
factual information, comprehension, 
persuasiveness, and delivery. While it also 
showed better performed in accuracy, fluency 
and gesture when they debate in the 
classroom. It improved from the first cycle to 
second cycle by assessed students’ 
performance help by the English teacher. 
 
 
 
Graphic 3.  Students’ Speaking Mean 
Score 
 
From the research finding above, it 
could be seen the result of students’ 
performance on the first cycle was 57.7 and 
the second cycle was 68.5. Although, there 
were only the score but the focus of action 
research was on how the process happened 
and how the students’ improved step by step. 
The teacher and researcher found that Debate 
technique improved students’ speaking 
ability. During their debate, some students 
were arguing with their classmate, they tried 
their best to perform and deliver their 
arguments with the set of motion. Despites 
some mistakes during their debate, some 
students showed good attitude and 
participated actively in the activity. They 
asked and gave opinion within groups, 
looked up for examples and notes as their 
references, and asked the teacher related to 
things they didn’t know. They were some 
notable mention students who participated 
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actively during the activity. The best speakers 
were M. Rafli Raduanda, Fitriyani Utami 
Ningsih and Siti Zulayka. The teacher and 
researcher found that the use of debate 
technique could give positive impact in 
teaching learning process especially in 
speaking class, they were: (1) Debate 
technique could attract students to speak, 
because they were in charge to open their 
mind to think what would come out from 
their mouth; (2) Debate activity promotes not 
only the opportunity to speak, but also 
enhance students’ ability in critical thinking. 
The students also become more enthusiast in 
teaching learning process. 
Above all, the speaking skill of the 
eleventh grade students of XI IPA 3 class of 
SMAN 10 Pontianak in academic year 
2017/2018 improved by using debate 
technique. It improved because the teaching 
technique could get the students’ interest in 
learning speaking. The teaching technique 
also made the students easier in comprehend 
the spoken form of analytical exposition. 
Students’ mean score increased and teaching 
learning process became better. The students 
were eager to speak and engaged in speaking 
class, they tried to apply those ability to carry 
out the conversation and communication in 
appropriate teaching learning activity. Thus, 
the prediction of the action hypotheses was 
accepted.  
CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
Conclusion 
From the result of the research, it could 
be conclude: (1) there was improvement from 
the first cycle to the last cycle. In the first 
cycle the mean score was 57.7 and only 6 
students pass the standard minimum score. 
This result was unsatisfying. It was necessary 
to conduct the second cycle. In the second 
cycle, the mean score was 68.5; (2) Students’ 
speaking ability in XI IPA 3 students of 
SMAN 10 Pontianak in the academic year 
2017/2018 improved through the use of 
Debate technique. Based on data in field 
notes and observation checklist, the use of 
debate technique can help the students to be 
more actively participated in speaking to 
express what they think in their mind and try 
to deliver their ideas in front of their 
classmates. It showed that in observation 
checklist there  
were only 12 achievement while it 
happened to be 16 achievement in second 
cycle; (3) Debate technique can provide 
maximum opportunity to create active 
students in speaking class. The students are 
able to think critically to prepare their 
performance in speaking. Debate technique 
also help students to present and deliver their 
arguments in speaking class. Once, they were 
hesitate to speak and did not know what to do 
when the teacher ask them, prepared the talk, 
and answering also arguing in appropriate 
way. It showed from video recording that the 
students improve their speaking in debate 
from the first cycle into second cycle. 
 
Suggestions 
               For the betterment, the following 
suggestions were made from the researcher’s 
reflections. It is already approved that debate 
technique can help the students to improve 
their speaking ability. Based on that reason, 
the researcher suggests the English teacher to 
apply this teaching technique in teaching 
speaking to the students in order to get the 
students’ interest and increase their ability. 
The researcher also suggests the English 
teacher to let the students work 
collaboratively in order to make the students 
more active and more confident in teaching 
learning process. In line with the non- 
educational life, the appropriate debate also 
could affect students to be wise in responding 
the real issues happened around them. 
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